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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the Amendment filed the 21 January 2008. 

2. Claims 24-30, 33, 35-37, 41-45, 48-54 and 56-63 are currently pending and 
claims 1-23, 31, 32, 34, 38-40, 46, 47, 55 and 64 have been canceled. This action is 
made Non-Final due to the introduction of rejections under 35 USC 101 and 35 USC 
112. 

3. The previous prior art rejections of the claims have been withdrawn. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 21 January 2008 was 
filed after the mailing date of the office action on 22 August 2008. The submission is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 56-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The specification fails to mention a computer 
readable memory medium and the computer readable memory medium was not 
disclosed within the originally filed claims. 

7. To allow for compact prosecution, the examiner will apply prior art to these 
claims as best understood, with the assumption that applicant will amend to overcome 
the stated 112 rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

9. Claims 41-45, 48-54 and 56-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

10. Claims 41 and 48 are directed towards a system. However, it is noted that the 
use of the word "system" does not inherently mean that the claim is directed towards a 
machine or article of manufacture. Each unit or means of the claimed system can be 
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interpreted as comprising entirely of software per se according to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. Therefore, the claim language fails to provide the necessary hardware required 
for the claim to fall within the statutory category of an apparatus. 
According to MPEP 2106: 

The claims lack the necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a 
manufacture within the meaning of 35 USC 101. They are clearly not a series of steps or acts to 
be a process nor are they a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of matter. 
As such, they fail to fall within a statutory category. They are, at best, functional descriptive 
material perse. 

Descriptive material can be characterized as either "functional descriptive material" or "nonfunc- 
tional descriptive material." Both types of "descriptive material" are nonstatutory when claimed as 
descriptive material perse, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d at 1759. When functional descriptive 
material is recorded on some computer-readable medium, it becomes structurally and functionally 
interrelated to the medium and will be statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the 
function of the descriptive material to be realized. Compare In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583-84, 
32 USPQ2d 1031, 1035 (Fed. Cir. 1994) 

Merely claiming nonfunctional descriptive material, i.e., abstract ideas, stored on a computer- 
readable medium, in a computer, or on an electromagnetic carrier signal, does not make it 
statutory. See Diehr, 450 U.S. at 185-86, 209 USPQ at 8 (noting that the claims for an algorithm 
in Benson were unpatentable as abstract ideas because "[t]he sole practical application of the 
algorithm was in connection with the programming of a general purpose computer."). 

Since claims 42-45 and 49-54 are dependent on claims 41 and 48 respectively 
and fail to overcome the deficiencies of claims 41 and 48, the claims are rejected on the 
same grounds as claims 41 and 48. 

11. Claim 56 is directed towards a computer readable memory medium. The 
specification fails to provide support for the term "computer readable memory medium." 
Therefore, when the term is interpreted by one of ordinary skill in the art, the term can 
be construed to cover non-statutory embodiments which improperly include network 
transmission lines (interpreted as wired and wireless transmission), wireless 
transmission media, signals propagating through space, radio waves, infrared signals, 



etc. 
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See, e.g., In re Nuitjen, Docket no. 2006-1371 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 20, 2007)(slip. op. 
at 18) "A transitory, propagating signal like Nuitjen's is not a process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter.' ... Thus, such a signal cannot be patentable 
subject matter." 

Therefore, the claimed subject matter fails to fall within on of the four statutory 
classes. 

According to MPEP 2106: 

The claims lack the necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a 
manufacture within the meaning of 35 USC 101. They are clearly not a series of steps or acts to 
be a process nor are they a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of matter. 
As such, they fail to fall within a statutory category. They are, at best, functional descriptive 
material perse. 

Descriptive material can be characterized as either "functional descriptive material" or "nonfunc- 
tional descriptive material." Both types of "descriptive material" are nonstatutory when claimed as 
descriptive material perse, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d at 1759. When functional descriptive 
material is recorded on some computer-readable medium, it becomes structurally and functionally 
interrelated to the medium and will be statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the 
function of the descriptive material to be realized. Compare In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583-84, 
32 USPQ2d 1031, 1035 (Fed. Cir. 1994) 

Merely claiming nonfunctional descriptive material, i.e., abstract ideas, stored on a computer- 
readable medium, in a computer, or on an electromagnetic carrier signal, does not make it 
statutory. See Diehr, 450 U.S. at 185-86, 209 USPQ at 8 (noting that the claims for an algorithm 
in Benson were unpatentable as abstract ideas because "[t]he sole practical application of the 
algorithm was in connection with the programming of a general purpose computer."). 



Since claims 57-63 are dependent on claim 56 and fails to overcome the 
deficiencies of claim 56, the claims are rejected on the same grounds as claim 56. 



12. To allow for compact prosecution, the examiner will apply prior art to these 
claims as best understood, with the assumption that applicant will amend to overcome 



the stated 101 rejections. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

14. Claims 24, 25, 27, 28, 33, 35, 41-43, 45, 48-52, 56, 57 and 61 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US PGPub 2005/0125714 to 
Freeman et al (hereafter Freeman). 

Referring to claim 24, Freeman discloses a method, comprising: 

receiving a succession of electronic documents into a document management 
system, wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is received at a 
corresponding point in time [every document created is stored in a main stream] (see 
[0032] and [0033]); and 

for each of at least a subset of the received electronic documents: 
generating a unique time-based identifier [time identification] 

corresponding to the point in time at which the electronic document was received 

(see [0036]); and 

storing the electronic document in a storage system at a storage location 
corresponding to the unique time-based identifier for the electronic document 
(see [0049]) 
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wherein the electronic document is retrievable from the storage system using its 
unique time-based identifier (see [0037] and [0058]). 

Referring to claim 25, Freeman discloses the method of claim 24, wherein said 
receiving includes receiving a first electronic document at a first point in time 
corresponding to a first date and a first time of day within the first date, wherein the 
unique time-based identifier of the first electronic document corresponds to the first date 
and the first time of day (see [0034] and Fig 1 ). 

Referring to claim 27, Freeman discloses the method of claim 25, wherein the 
first time of day is specified by at least an hour value, a minutes value, and a seconds 
value [i.e., 10:24:59] (see Fig 1). 

Referring to claim 28, Freeman discloses the method of claim 24, wherein said 
receiving includes: receiving imaged electronic documents [scan]; and/or receiving 
computer generated electronic documents (see [0036]). 

Referring to claim 30, Freeman discloses the method of claim 28, wherein the 
computer generated electronic documents include electronic documents received from 
one or more of the following sources: word processing programs, graphics programs, e- 
mail [e-mail], facsimile transmissions (see [0033]). 

Referring to claim 33, Freeman discloses the method of claim 24, further 
comprising: accessing a first electronic document stored in the time-addressable 
storage system using a first unique time-based identifier, wherein the first unique time- 
based identifier corresponds to a first point in time when the first electronic document 
was received into the document management system (see [0058]). 
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Referring to claim 35, Freeman discloses the method of claim 24, further 
comprising: generating a record for each of at least a subset of the received electronic 
documents, wherein each record includes a plurality of attributes [metadata] for the 
corresponding electronic document (see [0058] and Fig 2). 

Referring to claim 41, Freeman discloses a document management system, 
comprising: 

an input unit configured to receive a succession of electronic documents into a 
document management system, wherein each of the succession of electronic 
documents is received at a corresponding point in time [every document created is 
stored in a main stream] (see [0032] and [0033]); and 

a storage subsystem to store the succession of electronic documents using 
corresponding to the unique time-based identifier for the electronic document (see 
[0049]); 

a computer system configured, for each of at least a subset of the received 
electronic documents, to generate a unique time-based identifier [time identification] 
corresponding to the point in time at which the electronic document was received into 
the document management system, and to use the unique time-based identifier to store 
the electronic document in the addressable storage subsystem (see [0036]); and 

wherein the electronic document is retrievable from the storage system using its 
unique time-based identifier (see [0037] and [0058]). 

Referring to claim 42, Freeman discloses the system of claim 41 , wherein the 
input unit is configured to receive a first electronic document at a first point in time 
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corresponding to a first date and a first time of day within the first date, wherein the 
unique time-based identifier of the first electronic document corresponds to the first date 
and the first time of day (see [0034] and Fig 1 ). 

Referring to claim 43, Freeman discloses the system of claim 42, wherein the 
first time of day is specified by at least an hour value, a minutes value, and a seconds 
value [i.e., 10:24:59] (see Fig 1). 

Referring to claim 45, Freeman discloses the system of claim 42, wherein the 
first electronic document originated from an electronic document provided as input to 
the document management system (see [0036]). 

Referring to claim 48, Freeman discloses a document management system, 
comprising: 

first means receiving a succession of electronic documents into a document 
management system, wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is 
received at a corresponding point in time [every document created is stored in a main 
stream] (see [0032] and [0033]); and 

second means for generating a unique time-based identifier [time identification] 
corresponding to the point in time at which the electronic document was received (see 
[0036]); and 

third means for storing the electronic document in a storage system at a storage 
location corresponding to the unique time-based identifier for the electronic document 
(see [0049]) 
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wherein the electronic document is retrievable from the storage system using its 
unique time-based identifier (see [0037] and [0058]). 

Referring to claim 49, Freeman discloses the document management system of 
claim 48, wherein a unique time-based address for a given one of a succession of 
electronic documents corresponds to a date and a time of day within that date that the 
given electronic document was received into the document management system (see 
[0058]). 

Referring to claim 51, Freeman discloses the document management system of 
claim 48, wherein the succession of electronic documents include one or more 
documents, each of which corresponds to an electronic document provided as input to 
the document management system (see [0036]). 

Referring to claim 52, Freeman discloses the document management system of 
claim 48, further comprising: fourth means for generating a record for each of at least a 
subset of the received electronic documents, wherein each record includes a plurality of 
attributes [metadata] for the corresponding electronic document (see [0058] and Fig 1). 

Referring to claim 56, Freeman discloses a computer readable memory 
medium storing program instructions that are computer executable, to: 

receive a succession of electronic documents into a document management 
system, wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is received at a 
corresponding point in time [every document created is stored in a main stream] (see 
[0032] and [0033]); and 
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generate a unique time-based identifier [time identification] foe each of at least a 
subset of the received electronic documents, wherein each unique time-based identifier 
corresponds to the point in time at which the corresponding electronic document was 
received (see [0036]); and 

store each of the least a subset of the electronic documents in a storage system 
at a storage system at a corresponding storage location corresponding to the unique 
time-based identifier for that electronic document (see [0049]) 

wherein the electronic document is retrievable from the storage system using its 
unique time-based identifier (see [0037] and [0058]). 

Referring to claim 57, Freeman discloses the computer readable memory 
medium of claim 56, wherein a unique time-based identifier for a first electronic 
document corresponds to a first-date and a first time of day at which the first electronic 
document was received into the document management system (see [0058]). 

Referring to claim 59, Freeman discloses the computer readable memory 
medium of claim 57, wherein the first electronic document originated from an electronic 
document provided as input to the document management system (see [0036]). 

Referring to claim 60, Freeman discloses the computer readable memory 
medium of claim 57, wherein the first time of day is specified by at least an hour value, a 
minutes value, and a seconds value [i.e., 10:24:59] (see Fig 1). 

Referring to claim 61, Freeman discloses the computer readable memory 
medium of claim 57, wherein the program instructions are further executable to: 
generate a record for each of at least a subset of the received electronic documents, 
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wherein each record includes a plurality of attributes for the corresponding electronic 
document (see [0058] and Fig 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 26, 29, 36, 37, 44, 50, 53, 58-60, 62 and 63 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US PGPub 2005/0125714 to Freeman et 
al as applied to claims 25, 28, 35, 42, 57 and 61 above, and further in view of US 
Patent No 6,192,165 to Irons (hereafter Irons). 

Referring to claim 26, Freeman fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation 
wherein the first point in time corresponds to a time when the first electronic document 
was created by imaging a physical document. Irons discloses creating an electronic file 
system wherein the documents are identified by timestamps (see abstract), wherein the 
first point in time corresponds to a time when the first electronic document was created 
by imaging a physical document (see column 7, lines 10-24). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to receive the electronic documents of Freeman by scanning physical 
documents as disclosed by Irons. One would have been motivated to do so in order to 
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create an environment in which documents can be readily shared across a network 
(Irons: see column 1, lines 24-52). 

Referring to claim 29, Freeman fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation 
wherein the imaged electronic documents include electronic documents that were 
created by imaging physical documents. Irons discloses creating an electronic file 
system wherein the documents are identified by timestamps (see abstract), wherein the 
imaged electronic documents include electronic documents that were created by 
imaging physical documents (see column 7, lines 10-24). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to receive the electronic documents of Freeman by scanning physical 
documents as disclosed by Irons. One would have been motivated to do so in order to 
create an environment in which documents can be readily shared across a network 
(Irons: see column 1 , lines 24-52). 

Referring to claim 36, 53 and 62, Freeman fails to disclose the further limitation 
of for each of at least a subset of the received electronic documents, updating one or 
more tables in a database to include references to the corresponding generated record. 
Irons discloses creating an electronic file system wherein the documents are identified 
by timestamps (see abstract), further comprising the further limitation of for each of at 
least a subset of the received electronic documents, updating one or more tables in a 
database to include references to the corresponding generated record (see column 17, 
lines 7-32). 
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It would have been obvious to track the files of Freeman in the tables disclosed 
by Irons. One would have been motivated to do so in order to create an environment in 
which documents can be readily shared across a network (Irons: see column 1, lines 
24-52). 

Referring to claim 37, 54 and 63, the combination of Freeman and Irons 
discloses the method of claim 36, wherein each of the tables is searchable using one or 
more attributes [metadata] (Irons: see column 17, lines 7-32). 

Referring to claims 44, 50 and 58, Freeman fails to explicitly disclose the 
further limitation wherein the first electronic document originated from a first physical 
document converted into the first electronic document. Irons discloses creating an 
electronic file system wherein the documents are identified by timestamps, wherein the 
first electronic document originated from a first physical document converted into the 
first electronic document (see column 7, lines 10-24). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to receive the electronic documents of Freeman by scanning physical 
documents as disclosed by Irons. One would have been motivated to do so in order to 
create an environment in which documents can be readily shared across a network 
(Irons: see column 1, lines 24-52). 



Response to Arguments 
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1 7. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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(571)272-2750. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John R. Cottingham/ Kimberly Lovel 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2167 Examiner 

Art Unit 2167 

23 May 2008 
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